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pected -, become - fully: 
operational at Chelténham 
by aie end of this: yéar. 


the: Government's - offer of 
£1,000 to buy out their trade- 
union rights ‘as, rather, an 
attempt to buy their silence. 
over, the polygraph. “We 
have n@ doubt that the poly- 
graph is absolutely central to 
ithe union ban,” said Ken 
‘Jones, of the Society of Civil 
and Public Servants. “It is 
a clumsy pre-emptive strike 


to defuse a row that would, 


have embarrassed the. 
Government’ _ badly in’ 
American eyes.” 
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Unions at GCHQ have been 
preparing a full-scale cam- 
paign against lie-detector 
tests. Security chiefs were 
alarmed at the prospect of 
employces going to industrial 
tribunals if they were sacked 
either for refusing to take the 
test or because the results 
made them suspect. 


Far from taking the heat 
out of the issue. the Covers 
iment’s handling of the ban 
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misgivings about the poly- 


The 
recomm 
Commission after its investi-. 
gation 
Geoffrey Prime, jailed for 35; 
years in November, 1982, for: 
selling secrets to the, Soviet 
Union. Mrs Thatcher ‘came 
under pressure from the 
United States to give the 
polygraph priority. The CIA 
was horrified at the leakage 
of classified materia! from 
Cheltenham to the Russians. 

It was feared that the spec- 
ial intelligence relationship 
between the two countries, 
including ‘the sharing of 
material between GCHQ and 
America’s National Security 
Agency, could be jeopardised 
if tie-detectors were not used. 
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.. Opinions of the polygraph red electronica 
‘ from clinical psychologists I: waveri 
was’ canvassed last week. varied’ 
ended by the Security * 


ftom “wholly —untrust- 
worthy” to .“ the. most im- 
Portant investigative . device 
since fingerprinting.” British 
security chiefs view the poly- 
graph as an ancillary’ device 
in positive vetting proced- 
ures, not as a panacea, 

The polygraph has four 
long, thin pens, which are 


attached to highly sensitive in-. 


struments measuring breath- 
ing, pulse rate and skin 
moisture. A belt is placed 
around the subject’s chest to 
monitor respiration, a blood 
pressure cuff goes around the 
arm, while electrodes round 
the first and middle fingers 
measure sweating. 

The readings are transfer. 
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‘is the subject“of the investi- 
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* demics in America about the 
effectiveness of the poly: 
graph. » Mental techniques 


saith self-hypnosis,- yoga-type 
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meditation or simply focus: 


Ling thoughts elsewhere areal 


Polygra Ph, Security 
the polygraph 
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Hy’ and trace 
lines” on a 
moving belt of igraph: paper. 
Operators are trained fo in. 


in these lines while the sub- 
ject is being questioned. The 
theory is to measure physical 
reaction to three types of 
questioning: relevant (‘Did 
you shoot Fred?”), irrelevant 
(“Is your name John 
Smith?”), and “control ’— 
questions designed to evoke 
guilt even among innocent 
subjects (“Have you ever 
fiddled an expense 
account?”). 

Tf the physical reaction to 
the relevant question—the 
key issue—is Jess than the 
response to a control ques: 
tion, then the subject is 
likely to be innocent. His 
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terpret significant -variations - 
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Professor David Lykken; ‘of 
the. University of Minnesota,” 
calls the -questioning tech= 
“nique “asinine — biased 
‘against a truthful person.” He 
‘added: “It is dangerous and 
counter Productive, and 
“wrong at least a third of the 

time. Ib is a menace to be 
suppressed.” = 

And Dr John Beary, US 
Assistant Secretary of De- 
fence for Health, ‘said in a 
Pentagon memorandum: 
“The polygraph does not 
work... . It is an excitement 
detector not a liedetector.” 

These reservations have 
-been taken up eagerly by the 
Civil Service unions in 
Britain. They claim that the - 
polygraph pinpoints barely 
75 per cent of those who He 
aud wrongly identifies 50 per. 
cent of innocent subjects ag 
deceptive. Ken Jones of the 
SCPS says: “Many valuable 
civil servants will have their 
careers destroyed by a 
thoroughly discredited and 
unreliable technique.” 

The unions, «which 
determined to continue to 
resist the polygraph, are 
supported by Cheltenham’s 
Conservative MP, Mr Charles 
Irving: “The polygraph has 
a record of proven failure. 
The trained infiltrator will 
get round the test.” 
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